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October 1 2 .  2 0 0 3  

Chairman Michael K Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for dlgital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Josef Carter 
10445 artesia blvd 
45 
Bellflower, CA 90706 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chalrman Mlchsel K Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, 0 C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for InnovPtlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

Flnt and foremost, the studlo's are broadcastlng over publlc always Thelr concern about consumer plracy Is overblown If 
they are the afmld, they don't have to broadcasts shows uslng publlc always However, seelng as how there Is money In 
broadcastlng the shows I expect they wlll broadcast anyway Thelr buslness has not been shown to be hurt by 
broadcastlng shows before D N ,  I don't see how they should be awarded extra protectlon for broadcastlng In D N  

A robust, competklve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers AlloWlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment WIII enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actuslly want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallh/ 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlprnent I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast?lag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Brlan Adam9 
1507 Holman Rd 
Oakland, CA 94610 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chalrmnn Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrtlng to volce my oppositlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon. AS a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlan, consumer r!ghts and the ultlmate 
adeptlon of DW. 

A robust, competltlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate tor thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the ntudlos to tell technolaglsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarily reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor tunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I wlll not Invest In DN-capable recelvers and other equlpment. I wlll not pay 
more for devlces that Ilmlt my rlghts at the behest of Holl)Nvood. Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for 
dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

Erlc Hletala 
8828 Besthold Galth 
Columbla, MD 21045 
USA 
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October 1 2 .  2003  

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Powell 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, I f e e l  
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want, and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast,flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that lrmit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Adam Stewart 
5 3 4  Bigham Rd 
Pittsburgh, PA 1 5 2 1 1  
USA 

Adam Stewart 
5 3 4  Bigham Rd 
Pittsburgh, PA 1 5 2 1 1  
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

C h u m a n  Michael IC. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writmg to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dgital 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for mnovstion, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumes electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie s t u d o r  to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in Dl7-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for dgital television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Ralph Hyre 
1288 colonel mosby d i v e  
Milford, OH 45150 
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chairman Mlchael K. Powell 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Mlchael Powell, 

I am wrklng to volce my oppostion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal telwlslon. As a 
consumer and cltlzen, i feel stronglv that such a D O ~ V  would be bad for lnnovatlon. consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competklve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' abllty to Innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studios to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlli enable the studlos to tell technoioglsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wlll result in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually w n t .  and It could result In me being charged more money for lnferlorfunctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment in DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlglta televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Slncerely, 

John Levreault 
53 Hlghland Rd. 
Bortord, MA 01921 
USA 
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Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged nore money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

R. Dwayne Ramey 
2 1 4 2  Kidd Road 
Nolensville, TN 37135 
USA 
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October 12. 2 0 0 3  

Chairman Michael K .  Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption ol DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result i n  products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television Thank you for your time 

Sincerely, 

Michael Hirsch 
2299 Tristan Circle 
Atlanta, GA 3 0 3 4 5  
USA 
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October 12, 2003 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

I nm WriCing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digitd television. As a consumer 
and citizen. I feel strongly that such e policy would be bad for hovet ion .  consumer rights, and the u l h a t e  adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer eleetronicv must be rooted in manufacturen' sbility to h o v a t e  for their cu#tomer@. AUoWing 
movie etudio@ to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they cnn 
creete. This will result in producte that don't n e c e s s d y  reflect what consumers like me ectudly wnnt, and it could result in me being 
chsged more money for inferior functionality 

If the FCC issues a brosdcest flag mandate, I would achlaliy be less likely to make an investment in DTV-cspable receiver# end other 
equipment. I will not pey more for devicei thet h i t  my righfs at the behest of Hollywood. Pleese do not mnndete broadcast fleg 
technology for digifal television. Thnnk you for your h e  

Sincerely, 

Chad Jnnnusch 
51 I MeAdisn Lnne 
Crystal Lake, IL 60014 
USA 
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October 12,2003 

C h h a n  Michsel K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Shee< NW 
Weshington, D.C. 20554 

Denr Michael Powell, 

1 am wr4ks to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of"brosdcsst flsg" technology for digital television. As a consumer 
and citizen, I feel strcndy that such n policy would be bsd for hovat icn ,  consumer rights, and the ultimste sdopticn of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in mnnufachuers' sbiLity to innovate for their customers. AUowing 
movie studios to veto fenhue8 of DW-reception equipment will ensble the vtudics tc tell technologists what new products they can 
create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect whst consumers like me s c t u d y  wnnf and it could result in me being 
charged mcre money for inferior functionality. 

lf the FCC i w e s  s broadcast flag mandste, I would s c t u d y  be less likely to m&e 80 investment in DW-capable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that h i t  my rights s t  the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate broadcsst flag 
technology for digital televimion. Thank you for your h e .  

Sincerely, 

Keny Cnrskedon 
772 N .  Plesmnt Hill Blvd., Apt. 1145 
Pleasant Hill, IA 50327 
USA 



October 12, 2003 

C h i m a n  Michael K. Powell 
Federd Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Powell, 

Page 1 of 1 9:50:51 AM, 10112103 5413023099 

I am wribng to voice my opposihon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for &@al 
television. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
rights, and the ulbmite adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie stu&os to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the StudIoS to 
tell technologrts what new products they can create. ?his will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infedor 
functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcart flag technology for digtal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Steve Dittrich 
2275 Vdencia Ct 
Tracy, CA 95317 
USA 
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October 12,2003 

C h k a n  Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communicetions Commission 
445 12th Streef NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dew Michael Powell, 

I nm d t h g  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of"broades8t flag" technology for digital television. As e consumer 
and citizen, I feel strondy thet such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, nnd the ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in mnnufachuen' ability to innovate far their cuitomen. Allowing 
movie studios to veto feshlres of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studioi to tell technologisti whet new pmductl they can 
create. This will result in product8 that don't necessarily reflect what consumem l k e  me actuaUy want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior hrnctionality 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, 1 would s c h l d y  be less lkely to m&e an inveshnent in DN-capable receivers and other 
equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights et the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate brosdcest flag 
technology for digital television. Thank you for ybur time. 

Sincerely: 

Metthew Rhodes 
217 Clemens Ct 
Orlando, FL 32828 
USA 


